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understand homicide. One hopes that she will apply her skills in exposition
to other neglected criminological areas.
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policing arrangements under the oversight of democratic bodies. The
authors highlight a number of potential benefits of plural policing, including
the possibilities for enhanced security provision and more effective regula-
tion of crime and disorder, and improvements in public reassurance and
community cohesion. However, if pluralization continues in its current
unregulated manner it poses the twin threats of ineffectiveness (through lack
of co-ordination and growing duplication and competition between policing
bodies) and inequity (in that richer areas can afford to buy in more policing
than poorer ones). The Government has attempted to address the issue of
governance by placing the public police in the position of regulators (the
police now have the power to accredit commercial security or local author-
ity personnel to work as Community Safety Officers). However, the authors
rightly point out the tensions in this approach in that the police are simulta-
neously required to act as regulators of plural policing, and as competitors
within the local ‘market’ for policing services. Following Loader (2000), the
authors criticize the Government’s ‘police-focused’ view of policing, and rec-
ommend the establishment of local and regional policing boards. These
would have responsibility for oversight, co-ordination and regulation of a
range of ‘plural’ policing services, and include significant ‘democratic’ input
(presumably mainly comprising either appointed local government represen-
tatives or directly elected individuals). The advantages of this general
approach would be that these bodies could act as ‘honest brokers’ over and
above the (sometimes competing) bodies that constitute plural policing net-
works, and address the problems of co-ordination and unequal distribution.
This report is a particularly timely and important contribution to the
current debate about the nature of contemporary policing and the direction
of future reform. It provides empirical evidence about national trends in,
and the local dynamics of, plural policing. On the whole it is well written
and presented, and its recommendations are sensible and generally sup-
ported by the research. Some might criticize the rather descriptive nature of
the report and the relative lack of theoretical analysis. However, this reflects
the aim of the Researching Criminal Justice book series, which is to publish
relatively short, policy-relevant research reports, rather than theoretically
informed monographs. The authors have clearly succeeded in addressing
this aim, providing policy-makers with much food for thought while at the
same time making available useful data that can inform theoretically
oriented debates about the future of policing.
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